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Ht. 8 , Frederick, “d. 21701 
2/12/75 

w ear J on Stanley, 

Oeo whia and golly ggse, I'm Bure sorry I freaked you put. 

But thanka for telling your readers how to get my books* 

Scout's honor, oath on the snored Warren Jt eport of whatever reinforcement might 
add to ay simple word that I'm not put out mid am amused at the number of factual errors 
Is so abort a pleoe. Hr oonoem la not great and I am comforted, as I'll explain. 

Perhaps I should put it that I'll try to explain. The simple got so lost and as 
you oorreotly say, I'm no prose stylist. 

NOT for use because I'm trying to sue over iti the spooks are keeping a sharper 
pye on me and the kinds of errors I find here are sometimes used against me. I'll con® to 
one but I'm a kimning thmAgh the clipping one of your readers sent me. I read it some 
hours ago. 

Hr "attack" on the Warrun Report is not "updated" by only the following three 
of the printed Whitewash series. There was Oswald in Now Orleans, parts of **Bme-Up, 
four suits under the Freedom of Information law (one went to the “upreme Court and 
helped persuade the Congress to amend the law and over-ride Ford' a veto) j^nd a few 
other things, including completed but unprinted books for which I can^t pay the printer. 

It ie not that "Publishers won't touch Weinberg," flattering as you m»k« it seem. 

And commercially conspiratorial. ("C^piraoy Sleuthing" is a head not suited to my work 
and I am at crossed swords with those who commercials that ploy.) Dell did reprint two 
of my books after turning both down a total of four times. A Dutton subsidiary did pul^ 
llah Preme-«p (and kill it, too). Oswald in *ew Orleans I also did not publish, (s & 3 
was expected to distribute but oopped out. A Parallax subsidiary did it.) 

lou are quite wrong in "he wants no uptown editor tampering with fyis stuff." My 
only desire within this ball park is no censoring . There was commercial (.and pdsspoor) 
editing of the two books cited above. I've been seeking an editor for myself 1967 

and I 11 enlarge on this if you want prior to your quarterly supplement. 

His newest is called Frame-Up. '■ Xou have it. Check the copyright dates. The 
newest if WW IV, which you also have. Moat of Frame-Up is aim years old. It appeared 
four years ago. And, may I boast, has a history of aocAmpHsfament few books can 
Especially "failures." 

I write books faster than reporters write daily news copy. Also with greater 
daily output. This is not a boast. It ie a compromise I've had to make because of the 
extent of, the work I've undert ak e n . Each thing I do manna something else I do not do. 

And I don t mean giving up living it up. If I had the kind of ego represented in the 
quoted sentence I'd be whetting and honing all the mahy words. Instead I pnhi j ah rough 
drafts for not one of which have I been able oven to make outlines. Bor only one did I 
even take time to make any special notes. Sure it shows. 

Prom the moment I started the writing of Photographic Whitewash until the evening 
the printer delivered the first 100 copies (swan bindings, tool) was exactly 28 days. 

And look at the index. I did other things during those 28 dayB, too. Huite a few. If I 
do not recommend this to others, I felt it was my need. 

When I get to writing 10,000 words a day ("heavily researched" as you say) is 
not exceptional and I've done much more. Once when I was preparing for a trip to New Orl eans 
I also did more than 50,000 -not published - at the same time, over one weekend, the one 
on which Lilift. 






With all of this, from secretary to researcher to investigator (sometime* „™,n 

I ' B «- <««.«. L,^ S ”L 

If this la not ooa of the bott. !•„ a. „ u „ p . r . „ „„„ 

So# I # m (Jot Shakespeare* 

But I also don't forget rules and slugs , as you did. 

to 2** rTO ° aat Wtf m the role of the man who will discover 
all t£l th ®y sh °uld have and tJiat is accurate and that with 

all those opposed to It lu „a decade has brought not a single complaint from thoae of 
vhow 1 ve written with aome forthrightness and vigor. With all my critics there has not 

been a single aubetantial complaint of factual inaccuracy and we not Attributable to 
my janasi quotation of lnaocurate officialdom. attributable to 

Edaar c “J roYor ^ ialjB ^XotIbIb and such advorsariea as the late sainted 

Edgar and Bill Kuio and Percy foreran and that entire Commiaaion and ita staff. 

Okay, Conrad and Hemningway I aln* t* 

nf ‘ <0 ** do I try to be. (lteapdte which I Invite comments on the publiahed rough drafts 
porta of the epilogue to WW II and the Introduction to Photograifclo Whitewash ) I can't 
bo everything, am iamodeat, if you will* to think I am more thafSet oaft^S be aAT 
do more(other than statically, faaltles sly) than anyone I know or know of woSd^t^pt. 

I am nonthleaa only one man, beginning to tire a bit as I approach 62 (air weeke 
off) and work a longer day than any Idd I know. P ' Kmx mekB 

I do reVi * W ? aa n edj T or Bpvm sentences. I don't really mind the crack and 

to COmm ® nt \, But J 5®“ * underDtand why reviewers have the compulsion 

SiATtST ° ra ° te * *«P«"Win a vexyndecent review, for the rest, Inmost of 

this oo^r° UDder8tand ***• 1 ^ "> resentment but I've never really understood 

f*1 that °an be used agaiiiat me haa to do with the error about editing. For the 
record, I tried to hire a professional editor for the first book and after reading it 

ASeA°m d -A°th t0 l? 1 U J ocauae Bhu aaid the only editing it needed no two publishers would 
agree <m so the time and money would be wasted. With no succeeding book that wae not 

]^o«a^onally^ edited did I have fewer than two (educated) friends read with the request 

The plain and simply truth is that I would dearly love an editor. 

T„ S-. fSr fr 2“ ^tiatical am I about that I did not even read the editing of Oswald 
In “ew Orleans, t was a big mistake , but I made that mistake. 

^ P ur P° ee ia this is not complaint. I'm looking ahead to your quarterly in which 

I?d SAA ^ 150011 dQne once before (New Orleans Review, Tulane's). 

P r8 ^® r d * no ^ he subject to later misuse to undermine my credibility which vou 

E£L*j£T t ‘ - - — «*. w 

iity and large this was kindness, and thanks for it. 



3inoeroly, 



